In this Letter, the QBO amplitudes were calculated incorrectly. The corrected values (consistent with the description of the methods in the paper) are all larger than those reported, generally by about 10-20%. The error has only a very small effect on the percentage trends of any of the time series examined, and the conclusions of the original paper are unaffected. The detailed claims throughout are unaffected, except that the significance threshold for the QBO amplitude trend reported for the MIROC-ESM-CHEM simulation during the 1953-2012 period should be P , 0
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